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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Application's Amendment filed on 10/1 1/2005 has been entered with amended 
claims 1, 3-4, 10, 15, 22 and 28 and canceled claims 2 and 5. Claims 1, 3-4 and 6-30 
are pending in this Office Action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 22-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 22 is not limited to tangible 
embodiments. In view of Applicant's disclosure, specification on page 19, line 22 to 
page 20, line 6: 

The computer-readable medium can be, for example but not limited to, an 
electronic, magnetic, optical, electromagnetic, infrared, or semiconductor system, 
apparatus, device, or propagation medium. 

More specific examples of the computer-readable medium would include an 
electrical connection having one or more wires, a portable computer diskette, a RAM, a 
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ROM, an EPROM, an EEPROM, a flash memory, an optical fiber, and a portable 
CDROM. 

Note that the computer-readable medium could even be paper or another 
suitable medium upon which the program is printed, as the program can be 
electronically captured, via, for instance, optical scanning of the paper or other medium, 
then compiled, interpreted or otherwise processed in a suitable manner if necessary, 
and then stored in a computer memory document-sending system 100. 

It is not possible to consider a one computer-readable medium out of three 
categories listed as: storage medium such as RAM, ROM..., transmission medium such 
as electromagnetic, infrared, propagation medium... or medium such as paper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
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skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the 
contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and 
invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), 
(f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claims 1-6, 10-13, 15-16, 19-20, 22-23 and 26-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baker (US Patent 6,546,417) hereinafter 
Baker, and in view of Krueger et al. (US Patent 6,868,387) hereinafter Krueger. 
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8. As per independent claim 1 , Baker teaches an electronic mail program includes 
an inbox list whereby different kinds of messages and attached documents are 
displayed with different kind of icons. Mail, which contains a file attachment, is listed in 
the box with an icon indicative of the type of file attached to the mail (col. 4, lines 63-65 
and col. 5, lines 3-5). Baker teaches the claimed step of "determining whether a user 
sent a copy of a document, created by an application other than an email as an email 
attachment to a first set of at least one recipient via email" as the dual icon display 
indicates that the mail was created without any special authoring/reading component 
and has an attachment created by some other program (application) (Fig. 2a, col. 7, 
lines 36-39). 

Baker does not explicitly teach automatically sending the revised document. 
However, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "if the user sent the copy of the 
document to the at least one recipient of the first set as an email attachment using an 
email application, correlating information with the document so that a copy of a revised 
version of the document can be sent automatically as another email attachment to the 
at least one recipient of the first set without the user accessing the email application" as 
editor 204 may be a simple text or compound document editor used to edit text or HTML 
documents or a computer aided design (CAD) drafting or graphics program employed to 
edit drawings or graphics program used to edit drawings in Tagged image file format 
(TIFF) and user to modify or revise part information 206 for a selected part. The 
process of automatically notifying outside suppliers of part revisions in accordance with 
a preferred embodiment. The notification agent utilizes the part number 212 to search 
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purchasing documents 210 contains the matching part number for the revised 
specification document to determine the email addresses 306 of the outside suppliers 
which should be notified of the part revision and the agent then generates an email 
notification of the part revision and transmits the notification 306 to each of the outside 
suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 2-3, col. 2, lines 49-55 and col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, 
line 2). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the present invention to have combined the teachings of the cited 
references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send 
automated notification of revised document, in order to automate the process of 
notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding relevant design 
(document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

Baker teaches the claimed step of "correlating comprises encoding the document 
with the information" as the original internet email system as defined in 1982 with 
request for comments (RFC) 821 and 822 had a number of important limitations. 
Multipurpose internet mail extensions (MIME) standard for internet messages approved 
in 1992. MIME message header fields extend those defined in RFC 822 and describe 
the content and encoding type of the email message (col. 1 line 67 to col. 2, line 2). 

Baker teaches the claimed step of "information comprises addresses of the at 
least one recipient of the first set" as the dual icon display indicates that the mail was 
created without any special authoring/reading component and has an attachment 
created by some other program (application) (Fig. 2a, col. 7, lines 36-39). 
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9. As per dependent claim 3, Baker teaches the claimed step of "the information 
comprises a location of the document in a device in which the document was created" 
as a TYPETABLE (10) data structure is created and maintained by the component 
TYPEJJPDATER(12). TYPETABLE is stored in hard disk. The five MIME types are 
listed in the Table 1 (examiner interprets that similarly the location the created 
document device, type of device can be created similar to TYPETABLE data) (Fig. 3, 
Table 1, col. 7, lines 56-62). 

1 0. As per dependent claim 4, Baker teaches the claimed step of "the information 
comprises a location of the document in a device from which the document was sent" as 
shown in the Table 3, SG_ATTAC H_TA B L ETY P E shows the location of the program file 
name (examiner interprets similarly the location of the document sent will be known) 
(Fig. 6b, col. 9, lines 39-45). 

11. As per dependent claim 6, Baker and Krueger teaches the claim 1 as stated 
above and Krueger teaches the claimed step of "determining whether the user sent the 
copy of the document to at least one recipient of a second set and appending the 
information with addresses of the at least one recipient of the second set via email, if 
the user sent the copy of the document to the at least one recipient of the second set" 
as the agent 218 generates an email notification of the part (document) revision, 
including the link to the part specification document which was changed, and transmits 
to notification to each of the identified outside supplier email addresses (Fig. 3, col. 4, 
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line 65 to col. 5, line 2). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
data processing art at the time of the present invention to have combined the teachings 
of the cited references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed Baker's 
method to send automated notification of revised document, in order to automate the 
process of notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding relevant 
design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

12. As per dependent claim 10, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "automatically 
enabling the at least one recipient of the first set to obtain the copy of the revised 
version of the document if the at least one recipient of the first set accesses the copy of 
the document such that, when the at least one recipient of the first set attempts to open 
the email attachment previously sent and corresponding to the copy of the document, 
the at least one recipient is automatically provided with access to the copy of the 
revised version document" as the process of automatically notifying outside suppliers of 
part revisions in accordance with a preferred embodiment. The notification agent 
utilizes the part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the 
matching part number for the revised specification document to determine the email 
addresses 306 of the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and 
the agent then generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the 
notification 306 to each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 2-3, col. 2, 
lines 49-55 and col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, line 2). Thus, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present invention to have 
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combined the teachings of the cited references because Krueger's teachings would 
have allowed Baker's method to send automated notification of revised document, in 
order to automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties 
regarding relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

1 3. As per dependent claim 1 1 , Krueger teaches the claimed step of "providing a 
graphical user interface enabling the user to choose an option to send the copy of the 
revised version of the document" as the graphical program edit drawings and to send as 
revised (Fig 2, col. 2, lines 52-53). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the data processing art at the time of the present invention to have combined the 
teachings of the cited references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed 
Baker's method to send automated notification of revised document, in order to 
automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding 
relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present 
invention to have combined the teachings of the cited references because Krueger's 
teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send automated notification of revised 
document, in order to automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or others 
affected parties regarding relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

14. As per dependent claim 12, Baker teaches the claimed step of "selecting a 
threshold, the attainment of which enables the copy of the revised version of the 
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document to be obtained upon accessing the copy of the document" as the pruning the 
database is den periodically every day at 2.10 a.m. (col. 16, lines 11-15). 

1 5. As per dependent claim 1 3, Baker teaches the claimed step of "the threshold is 
one of a date, a day, and a time" as the pruning the database is den periodically every 
day at 2.10 a.m. (col. 16, lines 11-15). 

16. As per independent claim 1 5, Baker teaches an electronic mail program includes 
an inbox list whereby different kinds of messages and attached documents are 
displayed with different kind of icons. Mail, which contains a file attachment, is listed in 
the box with an icon indicative of the type of file attached to the mail (col. 4, lines 63-65 
and col. 5, lines 3-5). Baker teaches the claimed step of "determine whether a user 
sent a copy of a document created by an application other than an email application and 
attached to an email message to a first set of at least one recipient via email" as the 
dual icon display indicates that the mail was created without any special 
authoring/reading component and has an attachment created by some other program 
(application) (Fig. 2a, col. 7, lines 36-39). Baker teaches the claimed "encode the 
document with information comprising an email address to which the document was 
sent via email" as the dual icon display indicates that the mail was created without any 
special authoring/reading component and has an attachment created by some other 
program (application) (Fig. 2a, col. 7, lines 36-39). 
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Baker does not explicitly teach automatically sending the revised document. 
However, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "a copy of a revised version of the 
document can be sent automatically as an attached to another email message without 
the user accessing the email application, if the user sent the copy of the document to 
the at least one recipient of the first set as an email attachment using an email 
application" as editor 204 may be a simple text or compound document editor used to 
edit text or HTML documents or a computer aided design (CAD) drafting or graphics 
program employed to edit drawings or graphics program used to edit drawings in 
Tagged image file format (TIFF) and user to modify or revise part information 206 for a 
selected part. The process of automatically notifying outside suppliers of part revisions 
in accordance with a preferred embodiment. The notification agent utilizes the part 
number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the matching part number 
for the revised specification document to determine the email addresses 306 of the 
outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and the agent then 
generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the notification 306 to 
each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 2-3, col. 2, lines 49-55 and 
col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, line 2). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the present invention to have combined the teachings of the cited 
references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send 
automated notification of revised document, in order to automate the process of 
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notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding relevant design 
(document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

17. As per dependent of claim 16, Krueger teaches the claimed "append the 
information with addresses of the at least one recipient of the second set, if the user 
sent the copy of the document to the at least one recipient of the second set and 
determine whether the user sent the copy of the document to at least one recipient of a 
second set" as the agent 218 generates an email notification of the part (document) 
revision, including the link to the part specification document which was changed, and 
transmits to notification to each of the identified outside supplier email addresses 
(Fig. 3, col. 4, line 65 to col. 5, line 2). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present invention to have 
combined the teachings of the cited references because Krueger's teachings would 
have allowed Baker's method to send automated notification of revised document, in 
order to automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties 
regarding relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

1 8. As per dependent claim 1 9, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "automatically 
enabling the at least one recipient of the first set to obtain the copy of the revised 
version of the document if the at least one recipient of the first set accesses the copy of 
the document" as the process of automatically notifying outside suppliers of part 
revisions in accordance with a preferred embodiment. The notification agent utilizes the 
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part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the matching part 
number for the revised specification document to determine the email addresses 306 of 
the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and the agent then 
generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the notification 306 to 
each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 2-3, col. 2, lines 49-55 and 
col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, line 2). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the data processing art at the time of the present invention to have combined the 
teachings of the cited references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed 
Baker's method to send automated notification of revised document, in order to 
automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding 
relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

1 9. As per dependent claim 20, Baker teaches the claimed step of "selecting a 
threshold, the attainment of which enables the copy of the revised version of the 
document to be obtained upon accessing the copy of the document" as the pruning the 
database is den periodically every day at 2.10 a.m. (col. 16, lines 11-15). 

20. As per independent claim 22, As per independent claim 1 5, Baker teaches an 
electronic mail program includes an inbox list whereby different kinds of messages and 
attached documents are displayed with different kind of icons. Mail contains a file 
attachment is listed in the box with an icon indicative of the type of file attached to the 
mail (col. 4, lines 63-65 and col. 5, lines 3-5). Baker teaches the claimed step of "logic 
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configured to determine whether a user sent a copy of a document created by an 
application other than an email application and attached to an email message to a first 
set of at least one recipient via email" as the dual icon display indicates that the mail 
was created without any special authoring/reading component and has an attachment 
created by some other program (application) (Fig. 2a, col. 7, lines 36-39). Baker 
teaches the claimed step of "logic configured to correlate information with the 
document" as the dual icon display indicates that the mail was created without any 
special authoring/reading component and has an attachment created by some other 
program (application) (Fig. 2a, col. 7, lines 36-39). 

Baker does not explicitly teach automatically sending the revised document. 
However, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "a copy of a revised version of the 
document can be sent automatically attached to another email message without the 
user accessing the email application, the logic correlates the information if the user sent 
the copy of the document to the at least one recipient of the first set as an email 
attachment using an email application" as editor 204 may be a simple text or compound 
document editor used to edit text or HTML documents or a computer aided design 
(CAD) drafting or graphics program employed to edit drawings or graphics program 
used to edit drawings in Tagged image file format (TIFF) and user to modify or revise 
part information 206 for a selected part. The process of automatically notifying outside 
suppliers of part revisions in accordance with a preferred embodiment. The notification 
agent utilizes the part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the 
matching part number for the revised specification document to determine the email 
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addresses 306 of the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and 
the agent then generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the 
notification 306 to each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 2-3, col. 2, 
lines 49-55 and col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, line 2). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the present invention to have combined the teachings of the cited 
references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send 
automated notification of revised document, in order to automate the process of 
notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding relevant design 
(document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

21 . As per dependent claim 23, Krueger teaches the claimed "the logic configured to 
determine whether the user sent a copy of the document to at least one recipient of the 
second set and append the information with addresses of the at least one recipient of 
the second set, the logic appends if the user sent the copy of the document to the at 
least one recipient of the second set" as the agent 218 generates an email notification 
of the part (document) revision, including the link to the part specification document 
which was changed, and transmits to notification to each of the identified outside 
supplier email addresses (Fig. 3, col. 4, line 65 to col. 5, line 2). Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present 
invention to have combined the teachings of the cited references because Krueger's 
teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send automated notification of revised 



Application/Control Number: 10/052,735 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2164 

document, in order to automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or others 
affected parties regarding relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

22. As per dependent claim 26, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "logic 
configured to automatically enable the at least one recipient of the first set to obtain the 
copy of the revised version of the document, the logic automatically enables if the at 
least one recipient of the first set accesses the copy of the document" as the process of 
automatically notifying outside suppliers of part revisions in accordance with a preferred 
embodiment. The notification agent utilizes the part number 212 to search purchasing 
documents 210 contains the matching part number for the revised specification 
document to determine the email addresses 306 of the outside suppliers which should 
be notified of the part revision and the agent then generates an email notification of the 
part revision and transmits the notification 306 to each of the outside suppliers email 
addresses 306 (Fig. 2-3, col. 2, lines 49-55 and col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, line 2). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of 
the present invention to have combined the teachings of the cited references because 
Krueger's teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send automated notification 
of revised document, in order to automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or 
others affected parties regarding relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, 
lines 42-45). 
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23. As per dependent claim 27, Baker teaches the claimed step of "the application 
used to create the document is a word-processing application" as the mail message 
entitled "Minutes of Meeting" is listed with a MICROSOFT WORD icon indicating that 
the email message has a WORD file attached to it (Fig. 2, col. 6, line 66 to col. 7, 
line 2). 

24. As per independent claim 28, Baker teaches an electronic mail program includes 
an inbox list whereby different kinds of messages and attached documents are 
displayed with different kind of icons. Mail, which contains a file attachment, is listed in 
the box with an icon indicative of the type of file attached to the mail (col. 4, lines 63-65 
and col. 5, lines 3-5). Baker teaches the claimed step of "creating a file using an 
application other than an email application, attaching the file to an email message as a 
first email attachment and designating a first recipient to receive the email message with 
the first email attachment" as the dual icon display indicates that the mail was created 
without any special authoring/reading component and has an attachment created by 
some other program (application) (Fig. 2a, col. 7, lines 36-39). Baker teaches the 
claimed step of "encoding the file with information to an email address to which the 
email message was sent via email" (Fig. 2a, col. 1 line 67 to col. 2, line 2 and col. 7, 
lines 36-39) 

Baker does not explicitly teach automatically sending the revised document. 
However, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "a revised version of the file is 
automatically sent to the first recipient, at the email address encoded with the file, as a 
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second email attachment via a subsequent email in response to the file being revised 
using the application" as editor 204 may be a simple text or compound document editor 
used to edit text or HTML documents or a computer aided design (CAD) drafting or 
graphics program employed to edit drawings or graphics program used to edit drawings 
in Tagged image file format (TIFF) and user to modify or revise part information 206 for 
a selected part. The process of automatically notifying outside suppliers of part 
revisions in accordance with a preferred embodiment: The notification agent utilizes the 
part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the matching part 
number for the revised specification document to determine the email addresses 306 of 
the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and the agent then 
generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the notification 306 to 
each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 2-3, col. 2, lines 49-55 and 
col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, line 2). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the present invention to have combined the teachings of the cited 
references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send 
automated notification of revised document, in order to automate the process of 
notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding relevant design 
(document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

25. As per dependent claim 29, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "the subsequent 
email is sent automatically in response to the revised version of the file being saved to 
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memory of a data storage device under direction of the application used to create the 
file" as Agent 218 transmits notifications to outside suppliers whenever a part revision is 
created, modified, deleted, or released within part information documents 206. The part 
revision is initiated and saved by an engineer or designer, outside suppliers are notified 
to allow the supplier as much lead time as possible in preparing to retool production 
(Fig. 2, col. 4, lines 29-35). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the data processing art at the time of the present invention to have combined the 
teachings of the cited references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed 
Baker's method to send automated notification of revised document, in order to 
automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding 
relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

26. As per dependent claim 30, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "in response to 
the first recipient attempting to access the first email attachment, access to the revised 
version of the file is automatically provided to the first recipient" as agent 218 generates 
an email message regarding the revision, including a URL link to the revised document 
which allows the outside supplier receiving an email message to access and review the 
revised document (examiner assumes that the revised document URL will be the same 
as the original document, to access the revised document ) (Fig. 2, col. 4, lines 22-26). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at 
the time of the present invention to have combined the teachings of the cited references 
because Krueger's teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send automated 
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notification of revised document, in order to automate the process of notifying outside 
suppliers or others affected parties regarding relevant design (document) changes 
(col. 1, lines 42-45). 

27. Claims 7-9, 17-18 and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Baker (US Patent 6,546,417) hereinafter Baker, in view of Krueger et 
al. (US Patent 6,868,387) hereinafter Krueger, and in view of Naylor et al. (US Patent 
6,625,642) hereinafter Naylor. 

28. As per dependent claim 7, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "determining 
whether the at least one recipient of the second set sent the copy of the document to at 
least one recipient of a third set and appending the information with addresses of the at 
least one recipient of the third set, if the at least one recipient of the second set sent the 
copy of the document to the at least one recipient of the third set" as the notification 
agent utilizes the part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the 
matching part number for the revised specification document to determine the email 
addresses 306 of the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and 
the agent then generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the 
notification 306 to each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 3, col. 4, 
line 53 to col. 5, line 2). Baker and Krueger do not explicitly teach forwarding the 
received email to additional recipients. However, Naylor teaches forwarding the 
received email to third set of recipients, as the forwarding the emails to appropriate 
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recipients (Fig. 3, col. 9, lines 57-62). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the invention to incorporate the 
teachings of the cited references because the process of transmitting email by Naylor 
would have provided Baker's with necessary method, which would allow the sender to 
send the messages to all recipients at one time. Further, by combining Naylor's 
method would have allowed Baker's method to send emails to one or several recipients 
(col. 2, lines 4-6). 

29. As per dependent claim 8, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "the copy of the 
revised version of the document to be sent to the at least one recipient of the first, 
second, and third sets when the revised version of the document is saved in memory of 
a storage device using the application that created the revised version" as the 
notification agent utilizes the part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 
contains the matching part number for the revised specification document to determine 
the email addresses 306 of the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part 
revision and the agent then generates an email notification of the part revision and 
transmits the notification 306 to each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 
(Fig. 3, col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, line 2). Baker and Krueger do not explicitly teach 
forwarding the received email to additional recipients. However, Naylor teaches 
forwarding the received email to third set of recipients, as the forwarding the emails to 
appropriate recipients (Fig. 3, col. 9, lines 57-62). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the invention to incorporate 



Application/Control Number: 10/052,735 Page 22 

Art Unit: 2164 

the teachings of the cited references because the process of transmitting email by 
Naylor would have provided Baker's with necessary method, which would allow the 
sender to send the messages to all recipients at one time. Further, by combining 
Naylor's method would have allowed Baker's method to send emails to one or several 
recipients (col. 2, lines 4-6). 

30. As per dependent claim 9, Krueger teaches the claimed step of "providing a 
graphical user interface enabling the user to choose an option to send the copy of the 
revised version of the document" as the graphical program edit drawings and to send as 
revised (Fig 2, col. 2, lines 52-53). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the data processing art at the time of the present invention to have combined the 
teachings of the cited references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed 
Baker's method to send automated notification of revised document, in order to 
automate the process of notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding 
relevant design (document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

31 . As per dependent of claim 1 7, Krueger teaches the claimed "determine whether 
the at least one recipient of the second set sent the copy of the document to at least 
one recipient of a third set and append the information with addresses of the at least 
one recipient of the third set, if the at least one recipient of the second set sent the copy 
of the document to the at least one recipient of the third set" as the notification agent 
utilizes the part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the 
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matching part number for the revised specification document to determine the email 
addresses 306 of the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and 
the agent then generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the 
notification 306 to each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 3, col. 4, 
line 53 to col. 5, line 2). 

Baker and Krueger do not explicitly teach forwarding the received email to 
additional recipients. However, Naylor teaches forwarding the received email to third 
set of recipients, as the forwarding the emails to appropriate recipients (Fig. 3, col. 9, 
lines 57-62). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data 
processing art at the time of the invention to incorporate the teachings of the cited 
references because the process of transmitting email by Naylor would have provided 
Baker's with necessary method, which would allow the sender to send the messages to 
all recipients at one time. Further, by combining Naylor's method would have allowed 
Baker's method to send emails to one or several recipients (col. 2, lines 4-6). 

32. As per dependent of claim 1 8, Krueger teaches the claimed "the copy of the 
revised version of the document to be sent to the at least one recipient of the first set 
when the revised version of the document is saved" as the notification agent utilizes the 
part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the matching part 
number for the revised specification document to determine the email addresses 306 of 
the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and the agent then 
generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the notification 306 to 
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each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 3, col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, 
line 2). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the present invention to have combined the teachings of the cited 
references because Krueger's teachings would have allowed Baker's method to send 
automated notification of revised document, in order to automate the process of 
notifying outside suppliers or others affected parties regarding relevant design 
(document) changes (col. 1, lines 42-45). 

Baker and Krueger do not explicitly teach forwarding the received email to 
additional recipients. However, Naylor teaches forwarding the received email to third 
set of recipients, as the forwarding the emails to appropriate recipients (Fig. 3, col. 9, 
lines 57-62). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data 
processing art at the time of the invention to incorporate the teachings of the cited 
references because the process of transmitting email by Naylor would have provided 
Baker's with necessary method, which would allow the sender to send the messages to 
all recipients at one time. Further, by combining Naylor's method would have allowed 
Baker's method to send emails to one or several recipients (col. 2, lines 4-6). 

33. As per dependent claim 24, Krueger teaches the claimed "logic configured to 
determine whether the at least one recipient of the second set sent the copy of the 
document to at least one recipient of a third set and append the information with 
addresses of the at least one recipient of the third set, the logic appends if the user sent 
the copy of the document to the at least one recipient of the second set sent the copy of 
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the document to the at least one recipient of the third set" as the notification agent 
utilizes the part number 212 to search purchasing documents 210 contains the 
matching part number for the revised specification document to determine the email 
addresses 306 of the outside suppliers which should be notified of the part revision and 
the agent then generates an email notification of the part revision and transmits the 
notification 306 to each of the outside suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 3, col. 4, 
line 53 to col. 5, line 2). 

Baker and Krueger do not explicitly teach forwarding the received email to 
additional recipients. However, Naylor teaches forwarding the received email to third 
set of recipients, as the forwarding the emails to appropriate recipients (Fig. 3, col. 9, 
lines 57-62). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data 
processing art at the time of the invention to incorporate the teachings of the cited 
references because the process of transmitting email by Naylor would have provided 
Baker's with necessary method, which would allow the sender to send the messages to 
all recipients at one time. Further, by combining Naylor's method would have allowed 
Baker's method to send emails to one or several recipients (col. 2, lines 4-6). 

34. As per dependent claim 25, Krueger teaches the claimed "logic configured to 
automatically enable the copy of the revised version of the document to be sent to the at 
least one recipient of the first set, the logic automatically enables when the revised 
version of the document is saved" as the notification agent utilizes the part number 212 
to search purchasing documents 210 contains the matching part number for the revised 
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specification document to determine the email addresses 306 of the outside suppliers 
which should be notified of the part revision and the agent then generates an email 
notification of the part revision and transmits the notification 306 to each of the outside 
suppliers email addresses 306 (Fig. 3, col. 4, line 53 to col. 5, line 2). Baker and 
Krueger do not explicitly teach forwarding the received email to additional recipients. 
However, Naylor teaches forwarding the received email to third set of recipients, as the 
forwarding the emails to appropriate recipients (Fig. 3, col. 9, lines 57-62). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of 
the invention to incorporate the teachings of the cited references because the process 
of transmitting email by Naylor would have provided Baker's with necessary method, 
which would allow the sender to send the messages to all recipients at one time. 
Further, by combining Naylor's method would have allowed Baker's method to send 
emails to one or several recipients (col. 2, lines 4-6). 

35. Claims 14 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baker (US Patent 6,546,417) hereinafter Baker, in view of Krueger et al. (US 
Patent 6,868,387) hereinafter Krueger, and in view of Nielsen (US Patent 5,870,548) 
hereinafter Nielsen. 

36. As per dependent claim 14, Nielsen teaches the claimed step of "providing a 
graphical user interface that allows the user to change the information so that the at 
least one recipient of the first set receives the copy of the revised version of the 
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document every time the at least one recipient accesses the copy of the document" as 
the selectable control area "Modify This Message" 677 activates the process of allowing 
the user to edit the message (Fig. 6D, col. 9, lines 12-22). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present 
invention to have combined the teachings of the cited references because Nielsen's 
teachings would have allowed Baker's method to use Graphical user interface are 
provided to evoking the commands or computer operations (col. 5, lines 21-24). 

37. As per dependent claim 21 , Nielsen teaches the claimed step of "provides a 
graphical user interface that allows the user to change the information so that the at 
least one recipient of the first set receives the copy of the revised version of the 
document every time the at least one recipient accesses the copy of the document" as 
the selectable control area "Modify This Message" 677 activates the process of allowing 
the user to edit the message (Fig. 6D, col. 9, lines 12-22). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the present 
invention to have combined the teachings of the cited references because Nielsen's 
teachings would have allowed Baker's method to use Graphical user interface are 
provided to evoking the commands or computer operations (col. 5, lines 21-24). 



Response to Arguments 
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38. Applicant's arguments filed on 10/1 1/2005 with respect to claims 1 , 3-4 and 6-30 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive and details as follows: 

a) Applicant's argument stated as "Applicants respectfully assert that the 
references are legally deficient for the purpose of rendering claim 1 
unpatentable." 

In response to the Applicants argument, Examiner disagrees, because the 
applicant, merely combining claims 2 and 5 with claim 1 will not over come the 
prior art. Baker also teaches claim 2 and 5 as stated in the recent Office Action. 
The rejection of claim 1 holds good even after amending the claim, 
b) The same reason applies to other amended claims 15, 22 and 28 because 
the amendment claims is similar to the claim 1 amendment. 

Conclusion 

39. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sathyanarayan Pannala whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-41 15. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Sathyanarayan Pannala 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2164 
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